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By sod fhrougji the andenigDed counsel, Respciident Susan ArceneaxK submits

this Initial Response to the Factual and Legal Analysis in the abov

Under Review ("MUR"). Anyd!c^toinq)0«epCfBC«altiabilityagirtn8tSus«

Aroeneaux in her personal capacity is uuwauantedhei^ and we respectfully request thai

the Commisskm take no further action againA Respondent in her penonal capacity.

One can only assume that the Commission intends to cxmduct a tiioroiigb

investigation of this matter. Susan Arceneauxdesiiw to be cooperative with the

Commission, siidwelconies such an investigation.1 However, both the final audit report

and the Factual and Legal Analysis (TOLA") am pranisedtqponfiwlty assumptions, and

contain both legal and fiutual enors. ThepiirpofeofthisbrkfistoconectBtleastsome

of the tohy assumptions and eirors. By wiy of organization, me brief consists of two

sections. The first section provides some narrative factual backgitw^

H* nnteiiali muled to Sunn Aiccnmoc (tbe FiailAiMtt Report* (be FtctalaadLcgtl

ttii1avBm&*&totoiMMq9aBct-
ovtaocuntioiM In ooochHory tern only.
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formofc<mectk)iisaiidclarmcatioiistoteFiiiilAudhRepoi^ The second section is a

legal analysis.

Susan Aiceneanx is the president of PoHti<^Cor^^

provides a variety of services to a variety of clients. POT torn political committee

clients, Aiceneanx acts as treasurer - she cages aUdMxto(rmewing them fi»r potential

iUegalfty), deposits contributions, issues o^^

ffifbrmation, and prepares and files all disclosure reports.

Occasionally. Susan Aiceneaux piovides other, more HmUed services. She

provideshouriy service for clients with a large volume of work. On me other end of the

spectrum, she also provides what in essence amounts to glorified bookkeeping skin to

data entry. In those instances, she does not act as treasurer, nor does she sssune the

responsibilities vested in the treasurer. Instead, she prepares disclosure reports based

solely upon mfixmatiom provided to her by te

the client and converting it into a report - a data entry service.

Sometime after the Terrell campaign was underway, Susan Areeneanx was

contacted by Bill Kearney. Kearney was a friend of me candidate, was in charge of me

campaign, and acted as the candidate's aJtovego. At the tune Susan Arceneaux was first

contacted by the campaign, it was already wen underway. It had already filed its

Statement of OrgiDizaa'oii,nsnu^ Newlm, a friend of

candidate Suade Terrell, is torn a tsx attorney aixl a Certified Pubfo See

dazetcom/rofileJiriiiL



At the time Aicomux was contacted, the campaign was already in its first 48

hour notice period before Hie primary, and h was just days before its fix* full report was

due. Kearney claimed that the campaign

reports. The campaign wished to control the checti>ook,expeadhure8 and deposits, and

keep the entire operation hoosed within the canipaigomIx)iiiBiai^ under the pinview of

itstreasurer. After some discussion, Kearney signed a contract dated Augusts, 2002, on

behalf of Terrell personally and the campaign. £ce Attachment!.

1 Tinier flic contract, Arecnaamt'a company, Political Qmmpl

provide gknifiedbooldoeepingsenaoes, taking m^

converting it into a disclosure report, and men sobmitting it to me campaign and its

tieasurer for approval. She did not agiee to be treasurer, or c^ierwiae assume all the

obligatioiisinipo^edupcii treasurers. The campaign and its treasurer remained

responsible -the campaign controlled the checkbook and all disbursements, received all

checks directly, and kept its own records. But because the carorwgn (and its treasurer)

were located and nmcompletdywimml^^

method to sign and file bis paper reports with the Senate. It was for mis reason, and mis

reason only, that Arceneaux was nude assistam treasurer to the can^gn,alk>wmg her

to sign reports on behalf of the treasurer to be filed in paper formal with the Senate.

The contract between Susan Aiceneaux1* company and Terrell and her campaign

specifically places the burden squarely on the campaign (and tiius its treasurer) to

compile the necessary information aad ensure its accuracy. Paragraph 4.0 of the contract

t complete,
accurate information pertaining to all revenues received and disbunements made



by Client duriiig the reportmg cycle. In addition, it shall be the responsibility of
Client to provide PCS wifli any and all mfonnitxm required to
and completely file disclosure reports with the af)pcopriatc government entity.
PCS shall not be responsible far, and Client waives any action or claims against
PCS matting fiom Client providing incon^lete or inaccurate infiormBJtkm to PCS

Similarly, the selection form (listing the tervices requested by Ten»H and the cainpaign)

states that PCS was to Tp]repare PEG reports based upon data provided by campafgai

and filing of samen (emphasis added). Puimiam to ̂  contract, Aiceneaux provided to

the campaign a general act of guidelines to assist the campaign in numaging contributor

information.2 See Attachment 2. Among od^ermmgs, those guideHnes place

responsibility squarely on the campaign to obtain an address, employer and occupation

for each contributor that gives over $200, and niake clear mat if mis is not obtained, it is

the campaign's responsibility to request me mfamation again.

Turning to the Final Audit Report, at least three hems need clarification and/or

correction:

1. C^trary to (he Fli^Mdtt Report's dtii^tlw
he^quaitei^taAlexaaidria.Vtrgmla.

The Final Audit Report fists Alexandria, Vh^guiiaastecainpaign'sheadquaiten.

Thit is mislcsjdinsj, as the nctrwl election ffiripfiign was inn completely in LwitianUi It

was not until approximately March of 2003. long after Tcnell lost me election, mat the

campaign began tollman Alexandria address. This wis done to ensure the timely receipt

of correspondence from the Commission's Reports Analysis Division - RAD was unable

to contact the committee's treasurer in Ixniisiana, and elected to attempt to contact the

TD hdp namajB BIB faCxnslioD flvwi aba pnvidBd a basic oslwi
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v v <fc— > _»—M— ^^^IA!_ m jjV^ ^^^k^h^ &^ .̂ ĵ ^^k^^ ^K^L^^K^ ^^^^*^A^ ^^^^^^^*M&^^^ ^^^J ̂ ^^^ f̂l̂ M^^M ^^*A AsV^ l̂ L^ ^S9SaiVLiLrt BKI NnUH tllillllH^ IBB nOM 0 00001 nUBBi JOQBQBÎ  OOCOpHDOD 100 BmplOyBf 8DO uW HBB. Wlfll



campaign through Susan Aiceneanx. Once contact was made, the campaign switched its

address to Arceneaux's to ensure it received aU RAD contspondence.3

This distinction is relevant, because if one assumes that the campaign was m fact

headquartered in Alexandria, it could leave the hmxtssion that SusmArceneaux was

much nHvemwrvedm the campagpm^ The campaign was

completely organized, managed and run in Ix)ui8iana>andthetrea8arvwBsmIurai8iana.

2. The Ftaial Audit Report sever oBcenaitloBsSvsamArccmc* we, either by
•taw or title, btrt correctly Hm Cliff Newni as treasurer.

The Final Audit Report coirectly lists Ch^Newtm as die treasurer during the

campaign, and lists Bryan Blades as his replacement, both of whom were friends of the

candidate from Louisiana, and apparently mvolved with fbe campaign ftom its outset

Nowhere is Susan Aiceneaux listed, whether as ttesAnv,orasthepezsonrespoittiblefor

accoiintmg,imx>itlkdepmgt Thus, the audit report does

not, on its nee, support a finding of reason to behove in tins matter.

Although the person listed in the Final Audit Report as haodUing accounting,

recordkeeping tasks and other day-to-day operations was involved m those sorts of

activities (she was the nandraising consultant hired by me campaign,

raised money for the campaign), there were numerous olher people, including me

candidate, who were involved with the acxxyunting, recordkeepiag tasta and other day-to-

dayoperatioiis. Fbrexample, the candidate took it upon herself to aojuire contributor's

best efforts infonnation, handle cheeks, and mate dlsborseinents, and Terrell was heavily

mvoh^cdm activity tnaloci^redm December- the t^

Audit Report The toad consultant and cjapdio^alter-egQ, Bill Kearney, was also

h«H a aariflK atttm*atmrmt naarn cfwntmn varm Aaceneamr nr mmyagm aaaneiat^ with

Mor WM flM poiiuiofl cftmnftf BVBT tut vscmti



iirvofredm such matters -imhidin^

disbursements u the election drew near*

Moreover, at some point the National Repoblican Senatorial CoimnitteebManM

involved in the campaign's fuxbaisixig. The fint time SosaBAiceneaux was informed of

such joint rondraismg was by the NRSC's bookkeeper, aod not from Terrell or the

campaign or its treasurer. Tbs NRSC's counsel prepared the joint itodraismg agreement,

which exptitidyinade clear ftat^t]heN^^

jomtfunoraismg committee.

Apparently, there was also a second joint rkidraisingcoimnittee establiriieri by

theNRSC,ofwhi<AAiccneauxwasnrtiiifbiined She learned about its existence long

after the election had come and gone. According to the public record, campaign treasurer

Cliff Newlin amended the committee's statement of organization listing this joint

tundraising committee.

All told, mere were at least ten individaals involved m various aspects of fte

inlbfniation that fiirmed the basis for the committee's reports.

3. The FntalAidtt Report notes that TeireD was definqveatm her deafiagi
with the auditors, and has Ml yet complied wttfa the auditors'

idattou; swch faihire to provide itibmatioab consistent with

To be clear, Susan Arceneaux's relad(>ngh^wimTeirefl sprier campaign was

terminated prior to the campaign and hs treasurer's fblure to ttmdyrespoiMl to the

auditors (remarkably, TerreU cxmtmiiestotriisdaytouseArcerieaux^uid^essm

Vnghda). BmthecoridactencwirAeredbylheand^

dmlingi witb Terrell and the canmaign.



The examples of instances where Sum Aiccneaux requested basic infimnattoii

from the campaign or asked questions of the campaign are legion. Rarely were such

requests answered without constant lepetition by AIQCDCUJX. Tine and time again, (he

campaign was alow to pnmde information to Arceneaox. Even the approval of the

reports became something that dragged on-ahliou^ the campaign did eventoally

approve all reports, consistent with An^Deara's original i^ietment to submit uie reports

to the campaign for approval prior to her signing for the treasurer.

Similarly, the campaign's own internal structure appeared to continually shift,

with different people from the candidate on down taking ownefshtp of various tasks.

Afceneaux was constantly assured by the campaign that its mfbrmation was aocurate, that

it was in the process of obtaining the occupation and employer of various cc^dnbutions,

that contributions were permissible and consistent wim federal uinita, and the Uke.

Particularly vexing were me candidate's loans to the campaign. In one of the

initial batches of material provided by the cainpaign to Arceneaux, she discovered a copy

of a $100,000 check to the campaign. She asked the campaign (specifically Bill

Kearney) about the nature of the contribution, and she was mfbrmed that it was a low

from the candidate (mat occurred prior to Aiceneanx being hired by the campaign), ft was

due on demand, with a specified interest rate. Atmattmie,SinanAiceneaiixhadno

reason to doubt what she was told - she had asked specific questions of the campaign^

provided some examples of how other campaigns had structnicd loans, and was provided

rnfbrnMtiononwfaatwasdesqibedasato After all, Terrell waa an

attorney, a self-described reformer w^

her words, "cleaned up corruption," CHrTNewim, the treasurer, was a Certified Public



Accountant and a tax attorney. And the loan occurred before Susan Arceneaux was hired

by tho campaign'

But candidate loans became an lane handled in a cloud of secrecy either

Dy by th* candidate CT fry hffr itltgNfgftj. Bill Kigarncy, fhft dfrtaito of which were

kept from Arceneaux. Apparently, the candidate loaned the campaign an additional

$200,000 at the time of the November election - butAiceneauxwasootuifoniiedoftfais

mitilsevend weeks after-n^fact Alio around mat time, Ananeaux was mibniied that

the campaign had both primary and general election debt, and Arceneaux m turn

informed Bill Kearney mat tbis debt was not listed on prior disclosure reports (which

been sutnmtled to me campaign fte

fact have debt, tibon the committee may need to file amended reports. As wim other

lames, the campaign reassured Areeneanx that mey would provide her wim

infoonarlon, particularly with respect to the issue of contributioii&nits related to debt

retirement Hardryrecldess, Areeneaux was penistent and stea^

information fiom the campaign. Subsequent to the December run-off election,

AiceneinxwuinfoimedlhatTerfeU

remarkably, such payments occurred without Arceneanx's knowledge.

The campaign became increasingly busy after the general election, as it found

htelf ma runoff electkra that was r^ Durmgmiatime*

period, me NRSC became more involved in mefundndsmgfbrmecxmmiittee.

Apparently, individnala fiom me Republican National Committee did as well, as the

campaign took on a national dynamic. Fundrising increased; u did expeî

8



obttfamiginfonnationbecaiM

overwhelmed.

noara

the cortributktts received during this time period The Final Audit Report orafinns this,

detennimng that contributions o^osî  in December 2002 were not inohided in tiie

campaign-prepared database. In fact, ft appears that the campaign has already conceded

that mis was due to "Hie volume of activity and staff tun»yert
M that ''contributed to lapses

in the data entr/* by tibe campaign. Final Audit Report at 11, 13.

In other instances, die campaign ignoiedSusajiAicenes^ix's advice wholesale.

For example, when it became increasingly apparent alter the election to Aroeneaux that

she had not been provided all the necessary infbnnati

tiifp Mmnpujpn bang notified of the CftnuffiifffkHi'g ftudif), ArctmeiiiTC

Terrell pcfsonally mat the campaign condocths own audit, where the disclosure reports

would be reconciled wife bank statements, SJH! offered her services at an hourly rat^

Tenell declined the offer, insisting mat TerreU and her people in Louisiana (presumably

treasurer CliffNewlin and certainly craitual treasurer Bryso Blades) cotM

tasks. Once the campaign learned ft was being audh^ Terrell stiU resisted hiring

professional help, nor did she or me campaign hiiecoiinseluntUweU into the audit

Despite an mis, Susan Aiceneaux was personaUyresssw^bythecandio^rtethat

Aiceneaux had done nothing wrong, mat there were not problems with Arceneaux's

work. Instead the caiididate (who had ah^adybegimpnpa^



Attorney General *) began blaming whit seemed to be an endkss stream of people for

enon m^* by net campaign— curiously, tfrif blame inchided matters in winch the

candidate had involvement during the campaign. Eventually, after me campaign stopped

paying Areceoeaux's company for her seivk& (the campaign had been notoriously a

slow-paying client), and only after Arceneaux made a demand for payment, Aiceneanx

found herself in the same situation, blamed by the candklate for matten handled by

omen. Only after Anseneauxtfateatened collection^

B.

Hie Commisskm has advanced a novel legal theory, seeking to impose personal

liability on an assistant treasurer for alleged enioncoinniitted by others, and without the

knowledge of the assistant treajRirer. Tins novel meory is not supported by case law,

statute or Commission regulation, and advancing it in mis case is nothing more man

regulation via MUR.

The Commission ftils to cite any direct support for its statement that the Federal

Election Campaign Act makes treasures personally liable. Instead of providing support

as indirect support, a cane handed oV)wn long after the Terrdl elections of 2002. Bat

Toledanodkinotnnnoaeticaai»BrliahihYv.^ The

Ninth Circuit imposed tiabiHty on a niiegao^ local party chairman who took a

contribution essentially eannariced to his candklate of choice, altered the check^

completely bypassed the party's treasurer. Hatdlyacase1hat8iipp<mstreasunrUability»

fhrthapmpftdtimi that mtr**xnr*r (md cartamly. an

ftKisgbsf ninfcf LcJMim Atloiiicy OBOCWJI tPCPcmumsti sccmcoTcPBB oiusfBglwriidual junto
a«iiipa<§jpi tMMiu* *ft 4JiM«ea bar ttrnt̂  ahutfaî  ̂ •rfflnally ftlaiitiing aha lupnpflriy Dflid fix poUtfcal

10



is not liable for the penonal malfeasance of often. In other words, under no

circumstance cm Jjpjfidano. support any sort of shifting of liability to Susan Arceneanx

fopotemlal wrongdoing of the canoiî  Nor does the

Commissioajbre much better with its cftsliofi to various regulatkms. None of the

regulations cited speak of personal "fiabiHty," rjor do tttyiimme inch liability on an

It appears the Commission, without BO stating, is applying its recent Mpolicy

statement" on treasurer liability, issued January 3^2005, to conduct &at occurred in 2002.

The language used in the F&LA, £«., "recklessly iailed to fiilfiU the duties iinpos*d on

treasurers," is the game language found in me policy statement Certainly, that policy

statement cannot be the affirmative reason upon which liability is sought, aa it waa issued

long after the 2002 TerreU campaign at issue. C^ilainlynotaswoidthatcannowbeused

by fhe Commission, me policy statement itself precludes a finding of personal liability

here, as it acknowledges mat the law on the subject (du±^ the z^evaitt 2002 time

period), was in need of clarification; "Ita Commission is modifying its current practices

to specif more cleariy when ft treasiiref issi^ecttoaCoinitrissionenibfteinent

proceeding in his or her 'official' and/or *personal' capacity.n Fed. Reg. VoL 70, No. 1 at

3 (January 3,2005) (hereiiiaiter "Policy Statement11).

Thus, the policy statement and its accornrmying standards are a shield that

protects Susan Aiterteauxnxim personal Uability. The Coimnissionhas alleged

recklessness, which as the policy statement makes clear, is ail extremely high standard

mat wiU rarely be met Certainly more man ne îgcnce or carelessness, re<dde

requh^ a conscious, wanton and wilhlil disregard!^

11



oar perhaps indifference that conititutes a gron deviation from fliestandtrd of care a

reasonable person would exercise in tikecirciiinstaiices. te Policy Statement at 5 (*!£ at

any time in the proceeding, the GammiMtaiispenuadri

wife the requisite state of mind, subsequert findings against the titasim

made in his or her official capacity.").

The facts (as opposed to Che erroneous assmnptions upon whicfc this MUR is

based) do not support such a finding. Susan Arceneaux was not the treasurer of the

campaign, nor was ahe hired to undertake all of the duties associated with being treasurer.

Instead, her role was canfnUyciivuttiscribed and limited She was hired at a small

monthly fee to prepare disclosure reports based upon infonnation compiled and provided

by the campaign. This was cleariy reflected m the contractor

reflected by actual practice. R was clear thnra^ut the process that it wis the

campaign's (and its Louisiana-based treasurer's) responsibility to obtain contributor test

efforts*1 information, review contributions for legality, tnckc^^

fike, and Aiceneaux continuously icquert Once

prepared, Susan Arceneaux submitted the report to the campaign for treasuier a

Once approved, it was filed with the Senate,

The campaign and its treasurer remained in complete control of its records and

•flairs - the campaign deposited checks, tracked comnliutorhUts as to amount and

source, was suppcned to make any necessary refund^

which occurred in Louisiana, The campaign (mchidmg the candidate herself; Suzie

Terrell) kept complete control over the cunpaiga checkbook, accoonts, and bank

12



statements. Susan Axceneaux was not provided book statements or the tike; her task was

much inore circumscribed.

The Acts in *h" piBtter preclude a ̂ T^faig of penonal liability •ftp™** Axceneaux,

and such a finding would be wholly inconsisteiit wMifhe policy reasons underlying Oe

Commission's views on treasurer liability. The central rationale for treasurer liability is

that ft is the treasurer who has ultimate control over the finan^ In Die

event excessive contributions need to be refunded, or a fine paid for wrongdoing, it is dw

treasurer who controls such cash flow. Aaatited by the Commission:

The practice [of naming the treasurer at respondotf] alto ensiiresaiat the named
individual who signs the conciliation agreement on behalf of the committee (or
obtains legal representation on behalf of fee coomiittee) is the one empowered by

fiindf fn pay • flivil penalty, di

refunds, and carry out other monetary remedies that the cxxmnhtee agrees to
fhrou^i die concfliation agreenienL

PoUcy Statement at 4.

Thus, by naming the treasurer as the respondent, it is niu<^ more likely that me

ActandCoimiiissioniegiilatioaswiUbefolkywed. But here, Susan Arceneaux was not hi

mat position, and was not the treasurer for the campaign. Critically, she never had

authority to sign checks. Despite requests, she was never provided bank statements.

Instead, she acted pursuant to an agreement wimTen^ and me campaign to prepare

reports based solely on mfbrmation compiled and pitpared by the campaign -and her

work product was submitted to the campaign lor treasurer approval

C CottcJBttoai

For the foregoing reasons, Respondent Susan Arceneaux icspeclfiilly requests mat

take no mrmer action m this rnan^

13
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McOthaA Associates, PLLC
601 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW
Suite 900, South Building
Wafhington, DC 20004
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Counsel for Susan Arveneaux
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SERVICE AGREEMENT

IMs agreement CAgfcaneoT) is ottered U*o

and Tndl for Senate fOkoOi "d who than coUecUvdjbei«lbntdtohef«inasthe>TsirtieiN.

report
finiaj MtvioGa, and dim 06pm tt> mtifl Oo KHFioct cf IOCTI m <Puty to provMB cmJiMic comiontec
•JnfaiiitmlhcnmBgnnHifiiid^^
fiBflCEBK flUifl fimCL Iflfl

PCS provide those ome setvkcs. and ifee Partetdesiic to fnenorMzetbetenns of thdr agreement
________

NOW THEREFORE, pncRontto die mnltfcoveiiajriKCQMiifMdlwidn sod ottv good «^
vahisbte ccKtidpCTtioji iperiflcrily

1.0 fflrf*<t*r?- GkMherd^hiitsaaliettiiisl^Sarf^tothcien^
Ayte«ieat to provide Services tt defined below and as figtheritqpertod&DmUmetotiiDCby

2.0 fiQ^JSBo|ej£jPC$ provides oven^
fllfagofFedeiaiacctiooConimlirinnrFEC') disclosure report* aadrelitednrvices in

llwie
iideb^ are not Hmiied to the filing <tf PBC<fiidosBnnpoffla,ooiiipfiai»e twlcw of

oootrflmtions »d diriMntemenK, neoori fceeptog. aocowrting and ̂ rtenn rcoi>nctliaHcm and
response to PEC inqoiriei ("Services").

3.0 ^ftnt SttKifnuff ifhffrffiii ^MM< ****" ""̂  ^^ ^ ri-* '"fa*^ >>f^ ***•«• «^«^̂  ** ̂ .î
PCS perform for CttMt TheteSqvtoeteiecdontifcmUbcconfinnediniwitii^
copy of those wndttiCQCilifBiBnomhaii be attached hemo and deened fidly tnomponledinto
Ais AgreensnL

aocnilD aooouott^ nfbnnalioB pertaii^
CHeotdviii«tIiereparti«qrde. In addifioi^U^li be the respontibUityorQkiit to provide
PC8iiraha«gfaidaniMlbfa^io>roojiriMdtot^^
iqwrit with the appropriate goveiiMttert entity. PCSsliaaiiotberespoittibkft)rraitdateBt
waives any action or claims against PCS multiag temOl

desired
Mtowed by KSta^ neb diM « OieDtclmBw
wiitjemobceofthfttfiDcloPCS.

Oie«d^ pay to PCS a moi '̂retainer of Two Tho^ andao/100
($2000.00) doQart to Ctient oa (he flnt day of each iMaA for Services to be feadered lor (hat
samecateadaritioofh. Oki* agrees to pay aQjjBvo»X6wi(hmfliteea(^
reGeipL PqrBBittreocf^sdbieojMAlotellllee^
sid^ to an i^en^ rate <€o»aiidoB« half percent (11/2M) per nonfhaatil paid taftll.



7.0 Bmsjfc C3femihtninrtcadepoitteqp>ltotwDto
signing of this Agreement Dep^shafl be held in escrow ty IKS and applied
hit tavote.

10
independent contractor and not tian
statutes. IKS is retained by Oieoi to perito the Services desc^^

and kixmledgeabkinsimer PCSiepicseittaiidwanintsthatHisaJbrpiDtit
, chartered in the stte of Deta^

profheceivicesassetfcrfhinthisAgreemeMtoaieat Client represents and wanna if b a
candidate committee ai those tenni an defined by the FECAsnd the JRC, and is lawfully abfc to
reiaiAKIS 10 provide tteServlottfletfbrfh in this Acneme^

8OVJ088 of ayun, CBBptoycct̂  Cf BJxiMrtMOtCM to<XMCTMtioft wrthteCTKtftttoftMu tl>ftdptio$
sotfistliiBtbic AfnomcnL PimiiiBiU Amy product SBraocqfmiBiUBtoPCSusjnnts,
tmpioyBci>Of MbooiHiicioftshillbB flip tote nklmdiihomMlllyflfPCSi Rdndbunemfiiit
flmi QiBBtfcf any fcc(t), |i>ycmit(ji) or c*pcnit(t) fcr tudi acivicBS oc products will bo paid

,•*..{ PCS ID anch va owL

campaign oeaaos or ninety (90) days after one PaHjr provides written Bodoe,
to the rthor Party cf Us decUion to tennnaie this Agreement CTcmnJomoa Date**).

Thif Agicenent nay be executed in as many ooraueiparts as may be deemed
necenaiy and convenient and by the dUbcnt Patties bcrato on scpaiate oounteipazts, each or
which, when so executed,, shall be deemed an original, but all such oounteipam shall constitute
both one and the same

12.0 JnTffiUPtBB If eiAer Party sceits to bfia^aa action in aibJtmkffl
law, hi ovder to eadbice or iatexprat proviaions of thfa AipvenMni or ai^ pail ihafeof, than the
pveviiUhis) Paity f asdetenpiocdby thcatbitnrtiui or the court, shaH be entitled toieasoiiabie
aaaney fees and expanses in addhion any other idiefirliKh the aibiter or coort nay graffito
the Party.

13.0 ^fpagaMHty aad Gi**nt*f Lair; Bachof tbepcovisioRCof this Agreement shall be enfiMoed
indepeadeally of any other pnvvisioB, daim, or cause of action. If any ptoviuo* of this
Acieeaw sl^ be held iovaHoV lUefal, «
flris entin Agreement unenfbfceable but ntfher it wfll be epjitaMy modified, tf possible, lo nost

eflbctiMte the intention hereof. ThehivalidorineiifiorceabiepiovisioRshaUbeiever^
In

axisbig ni^
Debwatc wiB §ovcnttein1ejpiclsliciii|¥Biid^s9de AinenMnt without msjafd to
^plaoeofeiceciittonorpeffaimanoetheieof

141 /ysjaris^n^ ThJsAgreeme«8Mrontyte
the Pttnss hereto.

15.0 £aJyje£fl2lBdb Tte Mure of either Party at any to
inf Par^ If a Party

waives my breach of my prwisioiJ, ft shall J»tbecowmiedasawaiv«rofanylaterbfeach,nor



l&Q SJggjtere AaMnral and Madee Approval of this Agreement sfaaU be ia writing and shall be
doomed received ]m*^ to the pnndrtxfftftlfe
terialetbyeDrfwfflielBCiiQaacfi
fcgtilBied Bttflt ictuxft Mcejpt leooeajedi Afly notice itoniicd to 1)e |h/e& to airy Paityponuiiii^
aay pnvWon to thfe Agfeenett shaH be In writing atxlrittB be deeoied received Mtlie time toch
iiotittwovld lire been itoctod in the iiuiia^
wed. Each Parly IK a dory to adMse the other Paitywithta
to their resective ribbon, telehone and tdeta infenmtion is listed bekw. htotices stall be

If to PCS:

Sum AIOBDMHX, Pnsidcitt
Inc.

-, F^rfkx.VA 22032
q; Telephone: (703) 2504496
<q.- E-mail Address: SMcencamx@|Krftlicakopipiiaiico.ooro
O
<x> tflo Client:

TcneUlbrSeiiflte
P.O. Box 44267
Baton Rouge, LA 7W04
Tetepbone: ^JL^
Fax Number >^.
B-naii Address!

17.0 CornoMteA*'fcffftT? PCS «ndQieiit each hereby rqpnaem awl wanrnuih^
been execoted by in Umfbl iqneieBtative(i)t so designated below, in aooordtnoc with their
mpecdve mhortdes and nqoUte legal mandates

The Agitement rcpraents a full and complete
Ite PtHiti hfttntti Thi« AgrBfimftrt mipanwdm nli

prior at/eeineiits, undecstandingt, imgotialiom, and diccnssions, whether verbal or wntton, and
may not be modified, changed, or altered in any prenite, or statnneat by whoiaever made aDd
ti^oiitybeinodtfkdounMBuntoSectkm 14 above. TUs Agteeneflt sludl bt binding upon and
ahail inocc to the benefit of both Parties and fhe ienjieoih« agents and inocenn in inteietL

IN WTITCBSS WHERECF, the Panics hereto intending to be legally bound hereby nave duly
executed and delivered this Agreement or caused the tune to be done by their rapedtvc agents duly
andiorizedtodosoiasofttedateftalywiimfa

BY: Politkai Compliance Systoou. Joe.

SuanArceoeaux.Precidem. Date

-and*



BY: SozumeHiikTendl

BY: Ttttdl for Senate

O
!-Hv V \«,^. . . .

ID friiiiiiM nm *naM \

CM

O
CO

Smnnc Hnk Tbntefl Dtte



PCS SERVICE SELECTION FORM

FORM* TEHRELL-001 £UQQ1 TERRELL-001

START DATEs August 7,2002 END DATE! January 31,2003

SERVICED BEQUESTBPr

• Provide written guMelinegregtnyi^FECi^red data for comribmkHisa^
expenditures.

• Prepare FEC reports baaed on data provided by campaign and filing of same.

• Prepare any required amendments to FEC reports.

• Respond to all inquiries from the FEC.

• Prepare and deliver in-kind notices to other federal committees.

• Management of following:

a) Contributor ubest efforts*7 information
b) Reattribution of contributions
c) Redesignstionofcontribudoos
d) Return of excessive and prohibited contributions
e) Lhnrts for contributions to other federal committees

pi»ctd^«an l̂«bep«ifa t̂yfC<MUiiiBdi»th

-- . .. ..._.,. .._ ...... ________ .....................
Suzanne HafrTerrell and TentS/or Senate Political Compliance Services, Inc.
By: Suzanne Haik Terrell Susan Arceneaux

President


